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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-24. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-24 are objected to because of the following informalities: improper 
grammar, and inconsistent terminology. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 1 recites "a evaluation" in line 12. Examiner suggests replacing with "an 
evaluation". 

Claims 3,8, and 13 recite "the group" in lines 3. Examiner suggests replacing with 
"a group". 

Claim 16 recites "the group" in line 2. Examiner suggests replacing with "a 

group". 

Claim 22 recites "worldwide web" in line 1 . Examiner suggests replacing with 
"World Wide Web". 

Claims 2-24 recite "A device" in line 1. Examiner suggests replacing with "The 
device" so as to properly indicate dependency to claim 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 9, 12 f and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 and 12 recite the limitation "said information element" in lines 3. 
However, there is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
examiner suggests amending the claim to recite the limitation "an information element" 
for proper correction. For the purposes of prior art rejections the claim has been 
interpreted with the aforementioned limitation. 

The term "standard software data files" in claim 16, line 2 is a relative term which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "standard" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. For the purposes of prior art rejections the claim has been interpreted as 
"software data files". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-10, 11-19, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Weinberg et al. (US Patent 6,237,006), hereinafter referred to as 
Weinberg. 

In reference to claim 1 , Weinberg explicitly discloses a computing device (Figure 
1 1 ) that graphically represents information contained in websites and various database 
systems in order to better facilitate user navigation, (abstract and column 1 , lines 24- 
29). Weinberg further discloses. 

• A device (Figures 7 & 1 1 ) for offering information (i.e. websites), (column 2, lines 10- 
48 and column 7, line 55 to column 8, line 16), comprising: 

• A display device (i.e. client computer; Figures 7 & 1 1 -item 92; column 2, lines 14- 
18) with an associated operating unit, (i.e. client computer, Figures 7&1 1-item 92; 
column 18, lines 35-49); 

• A data store (i.e. web server, Figure 7 & 1 1-item 112) containing information to be 
offered; a network (i.e. Internet, Figure 7-item 110) allowing a connection to be set 
up between the display device with the associated operating unit and the data store, 
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via which the information is transmitted from the data store to the display device with 
the associated operating unit, (column 19, lines 39-58); and 
• the display device with the associated operating unit being programmed, (column 
18, lines 35-49) in response to actuation of the operating unit, to display the 
information at the display device as a plurality of different information types (i.e. 
content object) respectively designated by respective different symbols (i.e. nodes, 
icons ; Figure 1 -item, 56; Figure 2-item 65; Figure 3-item 44), (column 8, line 35 to 
column 9, line 26 and Figures 1-3), with at least one of the information types having 
a evaluation (i.e. web site data) allocated thereto (column 3, lines 9-30 and column 
28, lines 37-51) , and the display device with the associated operating unit further 
being programmed to display a discriminator (Figure 19) at the display device 
allocated to at least one of the displayed symbols, the discriminator providing a 
visual indication of the evaluation allocated to the information type designated by the 
at least one of the symbols, (column 29, lines 24-59). 

In reference to claim 2, Weinberg further discloses the device, wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is programmed to display the 
information type by activating (i.e. double-clicking), via the operating unit, the symbol 
designating that information type, (column 10, lines 29-45). 
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In reference to claim 3, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein, for at 
least one of the symbols, the information type designated by the at least one of the 
symbols is selected from the group consisting of tables, diagrams, texts, images, sound 
and video sequences, (column 6, lines 23-30 and column 8, lines 48-58). 

In reference to claim 4, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein, for at 
least one of the symbols, the information type designated by the at least one of the 
symbols comprises a plurality of information elements, and wherein the display device 
with the associated operating unit is programmed to display a plurality of sub-symbols 
(i.e. children; Figure 2-items 66,70; Figure 3-item 48), respectively designating the 
information elements, (column 11, lines 9-56). 

In reference to claim 5, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the sub- 
symbols have a hierarchic structure, (column 2, lines 32-48). 

In reference to claim 6, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein at least 
one of the information elements has a evaluation allocated thereto, and wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is programmed to display a 
discriminator (Figure 19) allocated to the 

respective sub-symbol designating the at least one information element with the 
evaluation, the discriminator indicating the evaluation allocated to the at least one 
information element, (column 29, lines 24-59). 
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In reference to claim 7, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
respective information elements have informational content, and wherein the display 
device with the associated operating unit is programmed to display the informational 
content allocated to a respective information element by activating, via the operating 
unit, the respective sub-symbol designating that information element, (column 10, lines 
29-45). 

In reference to claim 8, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
informational elements have respective informational contents associated therewith, the 
informational contents being selected from the group consisting of tables, diagrams, 
texts, images, sounds and 

video sequences, (column 6, lines 23-30 and column 8, lines 48-58). 

In reference to claim 9, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the display 
device with the associated operating unit is programmed to automatically weight (i.e. 
number of hits, high activity) at least one of the information type and the information 
element dependent on a quantitative analysis, (column 29, lines 14-23 and column 30, 
line 1 to column 31, line 12). 

In reference to claim 10, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is programmed to make a quantitative 
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analysis dependent on a threshold entered via the operating unit, (column 29, lines 60- 
67). 

In reference to claim 12, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit allows a user-entered allocation (i.e. 
Autotracker Feature) of the evaluation to at least one of the information type and the 
information element, as an evaluation class (i.e. user activity levels) selected from a 
number of predefined evaluation classes, (column 29, lines 24-59). 

In reference to claim 13, Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit displays the discriminator (Figure 19) 
with a visual indicator of the evaluation selected from the group consisting of color, 
shape, image, pictogram, scale and alphanumeric characters, (column 28, lines 37-51). 

In reference to claim 14 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
offerable information has an address indicating a storage location (i.e. URL; column 6, 
lines 31-36; column 7, lines 63 to column 8, line 3) of the offerable information in the 
data store, and wherein the display device with the associated operating unit is 
programmed to display an identification of the address (column 17, lines 20-38 and 
Figure 4-item 80) and to allow editing thereof, (column 10, lines 29-45). 
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In reference to claim 15 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein each of 
the information types has an informational content (i.e. HTML document) associated 
therewith, and wherein the display device with the associated operating unit is 
programmed to allow updating of the informational content of an information type by 
activating the respective symbol designating that information type, (column 10, lines 29- 
45). 

In reference to claim 16 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
offerable information is a datafile selected from the group consisting of standard 
software datafiles (i.e. downloadable software applications) and office software 
datafiles, (column 6, lines 23-30 and column 8, lines 48-58). 

In reference to claim 17 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is programmed to open the datafile 
upon activation (i.e. double-clicking), via the operating unit of the respective symbol 
designating that information type (column 10, lines 29-45). 

In reference to claim 18 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit displays (i.e. via web browser) the 
datafile after the datafile is opened, (column 10, lines 29-45). 
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In reference to claim 19 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is a personal computer (Figure 7-item 
92). 

In reference to claim 21 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit (i.e. via web browser) is programmed 
to allow entries (i.e. user submitted data) to be made, via the operating unit, to augment 
the offerable information in the data store (i.e. web site), (column 24, line 48 to column 
25, line 12). 

In reference to claim 22 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
network is the worldwide web, (column 5, line 63 to column 6, line 4 and column 19, 
lines 39-58). 

In reference to claim 23 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the data 
store is a data store in which business data (i.e. company business website content) are 
stored as the offerable information, (column 1, lines 35-45). 

In reference to claim 24 Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the data 
store is a data store wherein management information (i.e. business manager website 
content) is stored as the offerable information, (column 1, lines 35-45). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinberg as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Jackson (US Patent 
5,894,311), hereinafter referred to as Weinberg. 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Weinberg further discloses the device wherein the 
display device with the associated operating unit is programmed to make a quantitative 
analysis dependent on a reference trends entered via the operating unit, (column 28, 
line 52 to column 29, line 14). However the reference fails to explicitly disclose a trend 
curve. However, quantitative analysis based on trend curves was well known in the art 
at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Jackson. Therefore, this 
modification to the aforementioned device as disclosed by Weinberg, would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

In an analogous art, Jackson discloses a computer-based visual data evaluation 
system for displaying visual chart representation of the data offered to users via 
networked databases, (abstract; column 4, lines 6-25; column 7, line 60 to column 8, 
line 11). Jackson further discloses performing qualitative analysis (column 8, line 61 to 
column 9, line 30 and column 11, line 51 to column 12, line 15) on this information 
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based on chart representation, specifically trend curve plots, (column 7, lines 40-45 and 
column 8, lines 45-54). It would have been obvious to implement this modification to the 
device as disclosed by Weinberg, because one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been so motivated to provide visual evaluation of information in complex databases 
thereby increasing efficiency associated with subsequent data analysis, (Jackson 
column 3, lines 42-63). 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinberg as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Salas et al. (US 
Patent 6,230,185), hereinafter referred to as Salas. 

In reference to claim 20, although Weinberg discloses substantially features of 
the claimed invention, the reference fails to disclose the offerable information to be 
supplied thereto from the data store only in response to an entry via the operating unit 
by an authorized user. 

However, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to accordingly 
modify the device as disclosed by Weinberg, as further evidenced by Salas. 

In an analogous art, Salas discloses an apparatus for visually indicating 
evaluated (i.e. collaborator discussion) data offered networked database systems, 
(abstract and Figure 4). Salas further discloses the aforementioned communication 
between collaborators requiring authorization to grant access to all users, (column 1, 
lines 35-40 and column 18, line 45 to column 19, line 38). One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been so motivated to implement this modification to the device as disclosed 
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by Weinberg, so as to control access to distributed information and thereby increasing 
the security of offered information (column 1 , lines 30-32). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShanya R Nash whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3957. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571 ) 272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



LaShanya Nash 
Art Unit, 2153 
March 7, 2005 





